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1 This action is in response to the communication filed on 7/8/2008. 

2 DETAILED ACTION 

3 Response to Arguments 

4 Applicant's arguments filed 12/20/2006 have been fully considered but are moot in view 

5 of the new grounds of rejection presented below. 

6 All objections and rejections not set forth below have been withdrawn. 

7 Claims 1-17 have been examined. 
8 

9 Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

1 1 obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

12 A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 

13 described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 

14 sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have 

15 been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 

1 6 which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 

1 7 the invention was made. 
18 

19 Claims 1-7, 9-14 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

20 over Saito (US Patent Number 6,744,894), and further in view of Rump et al. (DE 196 25 635 

21 CI). 

22 Regarding claims 1 and 12, Saito disclosed a method for generating an encrypted user 

23 data stream, which has a header and a user data block (See Saito Fig. 4G), comprising the 

24 following steps: generating the header (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 8); and generating the user 

25 data block which follows the header by means of the following substeps: using a first part of the 

26 user as an unencrypted start section for the user data block, the start section remaining 
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1 unencrypted (See Saito Fig. 4G and Col. 8 Paragraphs 6-10); encrypting a second part of user 

2 data to be encrypted which follow the first part of the user data to obtain encrypted data (See 

3 Saito Fig. 4G); and appending the encrypted user data to the unencrypted start section (See Saito 

4 Fig. 4G), but Saito failed to disclose using the first part of the user data as the unencrypted start 

5 section, or that the unencrypted start section is placed immediately after the header. 

6 Rump teaches that unencrypted data can be used as sample data for the content and that 

7 the data should be the first 20 seconds in length of the content (See Rump Col. 2 Last Paragraph 

8 to Col. 3 First paragraph). 

9 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

1 0 invention to employ the teachings of Rump in the content encryption system of Saito by 

1 1 providing the first 20 seconds of the content as unencrypted sample data. This would have been 

12 obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have been motivated to allow the 

13 user to sample the content before purchasing the content. In this combination, it would have 

14 been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of invention to have placed the 

15 unencrypted sample data immediately following the header data. This would have been obvious 

16 because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have been motivated to provide the content 

1 7 data in the proper order following the header. 

18 Regarding claims 6 and 7, Saito and Rump disclosed a method for playing back an 

19 encrypted user data stream, which has a header and a user data block, where an unencrypted start 

20 section of the user data block, which is placed immediately after the header, comprises the first 

21 part of the user data in an unencrypted form, and where a further section of the user data block 

22 comprises a second part of the user data in an encrypted form, where the header comprises 
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1 information which is absolutely necessary for playing back the unencrypted start section of the 

2 user data block and where the header also comprises information which is not needed to play 

3 back the unencrypted start section of the user data block (See Saito Fig. 4G and Col. 8), 

4 comprising: initially processing only the information of the header which is absolutely necessary 

5 for playing back the unencrypted start section of the user data block (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 

6 2 and Rump Col. 2 Last Paragraph to Col. 3 First paragraph), processing the information of the 

7 header which is not needed to play back the unencrypted start section (See Saito Col. 8 

8 Paragraphs 2-10); decrypting the further section of the user data block using the information of 

9 the header which is processed in the step of processing (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraphs 2-10); but 

10 failed to disclose specifically playing back the data. However, it is implied that the data was 

1 1 meant to be played back since Saito disclosed that the data was video data (See Saito Col. 8 

12 Paragraph 2). 

13 Regarding claims 13-14, Saito and Rump disclosed a method for playing back an 

14 encrypted multimedia data stream, which has a header and a user data block, where an 

15 unencrypted start section of the user data block, which is placed immediately after the header, 

16 comprises the first part of the user data in an unencrypted form and where a further section of the 

17 user data block comprises a second part of the user data in an encrypted form, where the header 

1 8 comprises information which is absolutely necessary for playing back the unencrypted start 

19 section of the user data block and where the header also comprises information which is not 

20 needed to play back the unencrypted start section of the user data block (See Saito Fig. 4G and 

21 Col. 8), comprising the following steps: initially processing the information of the header which 

22 is absolutely necessary for playing back the unencrypted start section of the user data block (See 
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1 Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 2), processing the information of the header which is not needed to play 

2 back the unencrypted start section (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraphs 2-10 and Rump Col. 2 Last 

3 Paragraph to Col. 3 First paragraph); and decrypting the further section of the user data block 

4 using the information of the header which is processed by the unit for processing (See Saito Col. 

5 8 Paragraphs 2-10); but failed to disclose specifically playing back the data. However, it is 

6 implied that the data was meant to be played back since Saito disclosed that the data was video 

7 data (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 2), and it was further obvious that playback would have been in 

8 response to processing the header data (used to allow the content to be recognized, as seen in 

9 Saito Col. 8). Saito further did not specifically disclose a unit which only processes the header. 

10 However, it was well known in the art that modularization of a system improved the flexibility 

1 1 and comprehensibility of the system, and as such it would have been obvious to have broken the 

12 system in to different modules, and as header processors were also well know in the art it would 

13 have been obvious to have used a dedicated header processor in the system of Saito. 
14 

15 Regarding claim 3, Saito and Rump disclosed that the second part does not comprise all 

16 the user data to be encrypted and wherein the step of generating the user data block includes the 

17 following substep: appending a third part of user data to be encrypted, which follow the second 

1 8 part, to the encrypted user data of the second part, the user data of the third part being 

19 unencrypted (See Saito Fig. 4G and Col. 8). 

20 Regarding claims 2, and 4-5, Saito and Rump disclosed generating the header (See the 

21 rejection of claim 1 above) but failed to specifically disclose entering the length of the 

22 unencrypted start section in the header. However, Saito did disclose that the header data needed 
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1 to contain information that would allow the content to be recognized. Furthermore, it was well 

2 known at the time of invention that header data included the various lengths of portions of the 

3 data associated with the header. Also, it was well known to include a total length for the content 

4 in the header. Therefore, it would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at 

5 the time of invention to employ what was known in the art at the time of invention by adding the 

6 lengths of the various portions of the content in Fig. 4G to the header and the total length. This 

7 would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have been 

8 motivated to allow the content to be recognized. 



9 Regarding claims 9 and 16, Saito and Rump disclosed that the length of the unencrypted 

10 start section of the user data block is between 1 and 60 seconds (Rump Col. 2 Last Paragraph to 

1 1 Col. 3 First paragraph). 

12 Regarding claim 10, Saito and Rump disclosed that the data was encoded (See Saito Col. 

13 2 Paragraph 2) and it was therefore obvious that the type of coding was indicated in the header 

14 data in order to recognize the data. 

15 Regarding claims 11, and 17, Saito and Rump disclosed the data as audio or video data 

16 (See Saito Col. 8 Paragraph 2). 

17 Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saito and 

18 Rump as applied to claims 7 and 14 above, and further in view of Downs et al. (US Patent 

19 Number 6,226,618). 

20 Saito and Rump disclosed the different portions of header data (See the rejection of claim 

21 6 above), but failed to disclose concurrent processing of the encrypted data while playing back 

22 the unencrypted data. 
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1 Downs teaches that concurrently decrypting the data while playing unencrypted data 

2 makes the decryption more efficient since the entire file does not need to be decrypted prior to 

3 beginning playback (See Downs Col. 82 Paragraph 5). 

4 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

5 invention to employ the teachings of Downs in the decryption system of Saito by concurrently 

6 playing and decrypting. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in 

7 the art would have been motivated to increase the efficiency of the decryption system. 

8 Conclusion 

9 Claims 1-17 have been rejected. 

10 The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

1 1 disclosure. 

12 Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 

13 Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 

14 Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

15 A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 



16 MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 

17 MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 

1 8 the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 

19 will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

20 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 

21 however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 

22 final action. 
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